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r equirement that mandates that those lists, once combined, b e
periodically refreshed. The report found that there is reason
to believe that suc h lists are not updat ed at reasonable
increments and can remain unchanged for years. Therefore, some
jury lists may not be representative of the changing demographic
composit i o n o f t he c o mmunit y t h a t t he y r e f l ec t . To ensu r e t hat
the jury lists are refreshed regularly in the pursuit of justice
and due process, the amendment requires that such jury lists be
r e f r e s he d a n n u a l l y . Th e f i n a l b i l l c on t a i ne d i n t he ame nd men t ,
committee amendment, is what was LB 313, which can be found at
Section 7 of the amendment. Under current law, a nonresident of
Nebraska, that is a plaintiff in a case who is not a resident of
Nebraska, may be ordered upon motion by the defendant to furnish
security or cash bond for the costs that may be assessed against
t he p l a i n t i f f . The f i l i ng o f su ch a b o n d i s n ot mand a t o r y and
is not a jurisdictional prerequisite, but if a court orders that
security for costs be posted and the plaintiff fails so to do,
the court may then dismiss the case, regardless of the merits of
the plaintiff's c laim . Neb ra ska first adopted t he bond
requirement in 1867 , 1867 , when it first adopted its code of
civil procedure. The original code in 1867 allowed for a cost
bond to be ordered against both a nonresident of a county and a
nonresident of the state. In 2001, we eliminated the p rovision
t ha t a l l o we d t h e c ou r t t o or d e r a no n r e s i d e n t o f a co u n t y t o
p ost a co s t b o n d , bu t t h e p r o v i s i o n t h a t a f f e c t e d n o n .s i d e n t s
o f t h e s t a t e r ema i n e d . L B 3 13 , wh i c h i s Se c t i o n 7 o f t he
conanittee amendment, would repeal Sections 25 -1701 and 25-1702

i n o r d e r t o e l i mi na t e t h e r eq u i r em en t t h a t a b o n d b e p o s t ed f o r
nonresidents o f a sta t e. There are o th er sta tutes and
procedures which have been adopted since 1867 that provide much
protection for parties in order t hat th e y can recover th e ir
costs against nonresidents, and this particular cost bond is not
necessary. Every sta t e has adopted in some form the Uniform
Enfor cement o f Fo r e i g n J u d g ment s Ac t . Th a t a c t a l l ows a p a r t y
to register a Neb r aska order or judgment for costs in another
s tat e a n d en f o r ce t h a t o r d e r i n a f o r e i g n s t a t e . Ad d i t i o na l l y ,
more than a ma jority of the states, in fact 31 states, do not
r equ i r e n o n r e s i d e n t p a r t i e s t o p o st b o n d s i n c i v i l ma t t e r s , a n d
your c omm i t t e e b e l i ev e d t h a t Neb r a s k a ou g h t n o t e i t h e r A l l
three bills were advanced unanimously by your Judiciary
Committee . I ur ge th e adop t i o n o f t he com mit t e e a m endment and
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